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To:  Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau

PETITION FOR WAIVER - EXPEDITED ACTION REQUESTED

Pursuant to Section 1.3 of the Commission’s Rules,' HTC Communications, LLC
(“HTC” or the “Company”) hereby requests the Federal Communications Commission
("FCC” or “Commission”) for a waiver of the June 30, 2008 deadline for submitting line-
count data for receipt of Interstate Access Support (“IAS”) as specified in Section
54.802(a) of the Commission’s Rules (“the Line Count Rules).? As demonstrated herein,
strict enforcement of the Line Count Rules in this specific circumstance would be
improper and contrary to the public interest in that it would penalize the Company for
problems created by the inefficient administrative procedures at the Universal Service
Administrative Company (“USAC™) that were beyond the control of the Company.
Accordingly, waiver of the Line Count Rules is warranted under these circumstances to
ensure that the Company receives the Universal Service support that it is entitled to as a

Competitive Eligible Telecommunications Carrier (“CETC”) in the state of South

: See 47 C.FR. §1.3.

See 47 C.F.R. § 54.802(a). f& RfB %c[:jDiEes rec'd g
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Carolina to adequately meet the needs of its rural subscribers thus advancing the public
interest.

1. BACKGROUND

HTC is a CETC providing service within the state of South Carolina in an area
served by Verizon South, a non-rural local exchange carrier (“LEC”). Under current
FCC Rules, CETCs receive high-cost support based on the per-line support received by
the incumbent LEC, * subject to a cap imposed by the FCC’s recent CETC Cap Order.
Verizon South receives IAS support in the areas in which HTC is designated as a CETC,
HTC also qualified to receive ICLS support associated with the LEC territory for Horry
Telephone (HTC’s parent company). Accordingly, HTC receives the same IAS and
ICLS per-line support received by the relevant LECs, subject to the cap, so long as
certain line count and certification filings are made with USAC and the FCC on a timely
basis.

On April 17,2008, HTC was granted CETC designation by the South Carolina
Public Service Commission (“SCPSC™).” The Line Count Rules require that in order for

a CETC to receive IAS and ICLS support, the CETC must file line count data on a

! See 47 C.F.R. § 54.307.

4 See High-Cost Universal Service Support; Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service; Alltel

Communications, Inc. et al. Petitions for Designation as Eligible Telecommunications Carriers; RCC
Minnesota, Inc. and RCC Atlantic, Inc. New Hampshire ETC Designation Amendment, WC Docket No. 05-
337, CC Docket No. 96-45, Order, FCC 08-122 (rel. May 1, 2008) (“CETC Cap Order”) at para. 1.

; See Application of HTC Communications, LLC for Designation as an Eligible

Telecommunications Carrier Pursuant to Section 24 (e}(2) of the Communications Act of 1934, Public
Service Commission of South Caroling, Order Designating HTC Communications, LLC as an Eligible
Telecommunications Carrier, Docket No. 2007-402-C, Order No. 2008-273,(rel. April 17, 2008). A copy of
this Order is attached to this Waiver Request as Attachment 1.




quarterly basis with USAC.® For HTC, its first line count filing for JAS support was due
on June 30, 2008, containing the line count information as of March 31, 2008, while the
corresponding quarterly filing for ICLS support was due on July 31, 2008, containing line
count information as of December 31, 2007. As further explained below, HTC however
did not make the June 30, 2008 IAS line count filing at that time due to numerous issues
with USAC that prevented HTC from recerving a Study Area Code (“SAC™) and a
Service Provider Identification Number (“SPIN™) in a timely manner. Instead, HTC filed
a Form 525 containing line count information for both IAS and ICLS support, on July 31,
2008.

The reason that HTC did not file its IAS line count information on June 30, 2008,
was due to problems created by USAC’s inefficient administrative procedures that were
beyond the control of the Company. On April 11, 2008, HTC mailed its initial request to
receive a SAC and SPIN on Form 498 On April 21, 2008, USAC however rejected the
Form 498 because the mailing address submitted did not match the requested format, and
the general contact signature was missing.” On April 28, 2008, HTC mailed a second
Form 498 to USAC, which addressed the errors outlined in the April 21, 2008 rejection
notification."” On May 12, 2008, USAC and HTC exchanged a series of emails to

address two problems. The first problem addressed at this time was due to the fact that

6 See § 47 C.F.R. 54.802(a) & 47 C.F.R. § 54.307(c). Line count data for both of these mechanisms
are reported on one FCC Form 525 “Competitive Carrier Line Count Report”.

7 A copy of the line count filing for both [AS and ICLS support was prepared and filed on July 31,

2008. A copy of this Filing is attached to this Waiver Request as Attachment 2.

8 A copy of HTC’s initially filed Form 498 is attached to this Waiver Request as Attachment No. 3.

’ A copy of USAC’s rejection of HTC’s initially filed Form 498 is attached to this Waiver Request
as Attachment No. 4.

o A copy of HTC’s second filed Form 498 is attached to this Waiver Request as Attachment No. 5.




USAC placed HTC’s request for a new SPIN on hold, because their records showed that
HTC already had a SPIN. HTC informed USAC that their existing SPIN was used in
association with HTC’s competitive local exchange carrier landline operations, and the
request for a new SPIN was to be used in conjunction with HTC’s wireless operations.
HTC originally made USAC aware of the fact that there were two HTC affiliates eligible
for USF support in April, but were compelled to provide this information to USAC again
in light of the hold that had been placed on their request for a new SPIN. The second
problem addressed at this time was due to the fact that HTC did not elect Schools and
Libraries funding on the Form 498. However, the reason that HTC did not make such an
election is because HTC does not currently qualify for Schools and Libraries funding.
On May 21, 2008, HTC mailed a third Form 498 to USAC, which addressed the error
regarding the Schools and Libraries program discussed in the emails exchanged earlier in
May.'" Consistent with directions provided by USAC Staff, HTC’s third filed Form 498
contained modifications in the event that HTC would ever qualify for Schools and
Libraries support in the future. On May 29, 2008, USAC rejected HTC s third filed Form
498, because the address used on the W-9 form did not match the address on the Form
498. However, the reason that the addresses did not match is because the pre-populated
W-9 form lists HTC’s address as its mailing address which is a post office box number.'?
Further, in light of the fact that this issue was not raised in previous rejections issued by

USAC, the Company had no reason to believe that listing their street address in this

3 A copy of HTC’s third filed Form 498 is attached to this Waiver Request as Attachment No. 6.

12 A copy of USAC’s rejection of HTC’s third filed Form 498 is attached to this Waiver Request as
Attachment No. 7.




section of the form was incorrect. On June 11, 2008, HTC mailed a fourth Form 498 to
USAC, which addressed the errors outlined in the May 29, 2008 rejection notification. "

On June 25, 2008, HTC contacted two representatives from USAC. The first
USAC representative informed the Company that their fourth filed Form 498 had been
accepted, and she verbally provided HTC with their new SPIN. The second USAC
representative stated that she needed a copy of the Order issued by the SCPSC which
granted HTC’s request for CETC designation, as well as the newly assigned SPIN, before
the new SAC would be issued. These documents were forwarded to USAC on that same
day. However, it was not until June 30, 2008, the due date for the IAS line count filing,
that USAC submitted an electronic notification to HTC which assigned the Company a
new SAC. Receiving the SAC at such a late date did not allow sufficient time for the
Company to make the IAS line count filing. Accordingly, the Company included the IAS
line count data with its ICLS line count data filing which it submitted on July 31, 2008.

As a result of these problems created by USAC’s inefficient administrative
procedures, the Company has had to undergo hardship by foregoing its IAS support for
an entire quarter. Consequently, the Company seeks waiver of the application of the Line
Count Rules and requests that the FCC direct USAC to process the IAS line count
information contained on the Form 525 which was submitted to USAC on July 31, 2008.
2. DISCUSSION

In the context of granting a waiver of the Line Count Rules, the Commission

summarized its waiver standard as follows:

A copy of HTC’s fourth filed Form 498 is attached to this Waiver Request as Attachment No. 8.




[glenerally, the Commission’s rules may be waived for good cause shown.
The Commission may exercise its discretion to waive a rule where the
particular facts make strict compliance inconsistent with the public
interest. In addition, the Commission may take into account
considerations of hardship, equity, or more effective implementation of
overall policy on an individual basis. Waiver of the Commission’s rules is
therefore appropriate only if special circumstances warrant a deviarion
from the general rule, and such deviation will serve the public interest.
Moreover, in demonstrating whether a waiver is warranted, the burden of
proof rests with the petitioner.'

HTC’s request for a waiver satisfies this standard.

Absent a waiver of the June Filing Deadline, application of the Line Count Rules
under these special circumstances would penalize the Company for problems associated
with USAC. These problems were directly related to the untimely issuance of the
Company’s SPIN and SAC. USAC could have rectified these problems in a more
expeditious manner; nevertheless USAC’s choice to handle this situation as it did was
beyond the control of the Company. Moreover, the “errors” that were identified by
USAC and used as the basis for rejecting the Company’s second and third Form No. 498
filings, in fact were not errors at all, but changes requested by USAC staff representing
their preferences for how certain information should be reported. Although HTC was
happy to comply with the directions that they were given by USAC, these numerous
delays ultimately created a situation that made it impossible for HT'C to file line count
information for IAS support before the June 30, 2008 deadline.

The FCC is well aware of the fact that there have been numerous problems

surrounding the administration of the Universal Service Fund (“USF”). On July 10,

M Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service; Citizens Communications and Frontier

Communications Petition for Waiver of Section 54.802(a) of the Commission’s Rules, CC Docket No. 96-
45, DA 05-2829, Order at para. 6 (rel. Oct. 27, 2005) citing 47 C.F.R. § 1.3; Northeast Cellular Telephone
Co.v. FCC, 897 F.2d 1164, 1166 (D.C. Cir. 1990) (Northeast Cellular); WAIT Radio v. FCC, 418 F.2d
1153, 1159 (D.C. Cir. 1969); Northeast Cellular, 897 F.2d at 1166; Tuecson Radio, Inc. v. FCC, 452 F.2d
1380, 1382 (D.C. Cir. 1971).




2008, the Government Accountability Office (“GAO”) released its report entitled “The
FCC Needs to Improve Performance Management and Strengthen Oversight of the High
Cost Program.” This report acknowledges the fact that there are serious problems with
the administration and performance of USAC as the administrator of the high cost fund.
Moreover, as the title of the report states, greater oversight is needed with respect to the
Universal Service Fund High Cost Program. It has also been announced that the FCC
intends to issue a draft Notice of Inquiry (“NOI”) that is now being circulated among the
Commissioners, to address the GAO report, and specifically, the problems and
complaints that have been raised in conjunction with all facets of the management of the
USF. The draft NOI seeks comments on ways to improve the management and
administration of the Universal Service Fund. The NOI is in response to the GAO report
issued last month that noted the FCC needs to do a better job of establishing short- and
long-term performance goals and measures for the program, as well as identify risk areas
and establish procedures to make it more cost-effective.

This situation involving HTC underscores the seriousness of the problem.
Obviously, HTC had every incentive to file the Form 498 correctly the first time, and in
fact the Company worked diligently with USAC Staff in order to address ail concemns
raised as expeditiously as possible. Nevertheless, the process for HTC to acquire a new

SAC and SPIN took two months and nineteen days. Clearly this is an unacceptable time

frame for obtaining the two key pieces of information necessary for a company to receive
support from the USF. This lengthy time frame was due to the inefficiencies in USAC
administrative procedures including the lack of directions/instructions for completing the

Form 498 that makes it clear whether or not a street address or post office box address is




appropriate, failure to indicate how a company who is not currently eligible for receiving
Schools and Libraries support should address that issue on the Form, and cther basic
instructions that would address questions that must arise in every instance where a new
company is attempting to complete Form 498 in order to obtain a SAC and SPIN.

For the foregoing reasons, HTC respectfully requests that the Bureau
expeditiously grant this petition and waive the application of the Line Count Rules for the
Form 525 filing containing the Company’s line count data for IAS which was due June
30, 2008. Further, the Company requests that the FCC direct USAC to process this line
count information so that USAC can determine the amount of funds that would have been
available to the Company during the third quarter of 2008, and distribute those funds to
the Company.

Respectfully submuitted,
HTC Communications, LLC

By: _/s/ M. O’Neal Miller, Jr.

M. O’Neal Miller, Jr.

Chief Executive-Financial Operations
HTC Communications, LLC

P.O. Box 1820

Conway, South Carolina 29528-1820
843/365-2151

August 22, 2008
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
SOUTH CAROLINA
DOCKET NO. 2007-402-C - ORDER NO. 2008-273

APRIL 17, 2008

IN RE:  Application of HTC Communications, LLC for ) ORDER DESIGNATING
Designation as an Eligible ) HTC COMMUNICATIONS,
Telecommunications Carrier Pursuant to ) LLC AS AN ELIGIBLE
Section 241(e)(2) of the Communications Act ) TELECOMMUNICATIONS
of 1934 ) CARRIER

‘'his matter is before the Public Service Commission of South Carolina (“the
Commission”) on the Application of HTC Communications, LLC (“HTCC") for
designation as an eligible telecommunications carrier (“ETC”) under 47 U.S.C. §
214(e)(2). HTCC filed its Application on November 8, 2007.

‘The South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff (“ORS”) was a party to this
proceeding pursuant to statute. No other entities intervened or appeared in this docket.
The public hearing was held at the Commission offices on February 28, 2008, with the
Honorable G. O'Neal Hamilton, Chairman, presiding. At the hearing, Jeremy C. Hodges,
Esquire. represented HTCC. C. Lessie Hammonds, Esquire, represented ORS.

Ky this Application, HTCC seeks authorization to receive support from the
federal Universal Service Fund (“USF™) for use within HTCC’s licensed service territory
in South Carolina. The Telecommunications Act of 1934 provides that “only an eligible

telecommunications carrier designated under section 214(e) shall be eligible to receive
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federal universal service support.! Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 214(e)?2), this Commission

has jurisdiction to designate a competitive carrier as an ETC.

Requirements for Designation

The Commission may, with respect to an areca served by a rural telephone
compans, and shall, in all other cases, designate more than one common carrier as an
ETC for a designated service area, consistent with the public interest, convenience, and
necessity, so long as the requesting carrier meets the requirements of § 214(c)(1).}
Before designating an additional ETC for an area served by a rural telephone company,
the Commission must determine that the designation is in the public interest.’

An ETC petition must contain the following: (1) a demonstrarion of the
petitioner’s capability and commitment to offer all services that are supported by the
USF: (2) a demonstration of the petitioner’s capability and commitment to offer the
supported services “either using its own facilities or a combination of its own facilities
and resale of another carrier’s services;” (3) a description of how the petitioner will
“advertise the availability of the [supported services] and the charges therefore using
media of general distribution;” and (4) a detailed description of the geographic area for

which it requires an ETC designation from the Commission.*

Y47 U800 § 254(e).

TATUS L § 214(e)2).

1d

Y47 U8, § 214(e)(1); 47 C.F.R. § 54.201.
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DISCUSSION

HTCC’s Capability and Commitment to Offer All Services Supported By the USF

HTCC has demonstrated through its Application and related submissions to the
Commission that it now offers, or will offer upon designation as an ETC, all of the
services supported by the USF. As noted in its petition and in the direct, pre-filed
testimonv of Mr. Larry Spainhour, HTCC currently provides, or is commitied to
providing, all of the services and functionalities required by the Federal Communications
Commission (“FCC™’ throughout its designated service area in South Carolina. As set
forth in the Settlement Agreement with ORS, HTCC is also committed to making the
federa) 1.ifeline and Link-Up programs available to qualifying low-income consumers in
accordance with the Commission’s proposed regulation 103.690.1. Through this
commitment, HTCC will advertise the availability of and initiate outreach programs to
promote the availability of Lifeline and Link-Up programs within its designated service
area.

HTCC has also committed to comply with FCC rules that have beer. adopted by
this Commission governing ETC designations.® These commitments include: (1)
adherence to the CTIA Consumer Code for Wireless Service; (2) annual reporting of
unfuifilled service requests and complaints per 1,000 handsets; (3) demonstration of
ability to remain functional in emergencies and annual reporting of network outages; (4)

specific commitments to provide service to requesting customers in its designated service

* See 47 C.F.R. § 54.101; HTCC Application at pp. 7 - 10
® Se¢ 47 C.F.R. §54.202, 54.209, See afso Commission Order 2007-424.
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area; and (5) specific commitments to improve its existing network with the use of high-
cast support,

HTCC has also committed to develop and offer a wireless service plan that
includes unlimited local calling in a manner and price that is the same as what is offered

by the incumbent LEC in its designated service area.’

Offering the Supported Services Using HTCC’s Own Facilities

ITC applicants are required to demonstrate that they offer the supported services
using cither their own facilities or a combination of their own facilities and resale of
another carrier’s services.? HTCC has demonstrated that it satisfies this requirement.’

HTCC has also committed to offering its seryices to customers making reasonable
requests for such in accordance with the process set forth by the FCC and the proposed
regulations of this Commission."

Advertisement of the Availability of the Supported Services

HTCC has committed to advertise the availability of the services supported by the

federal UJSF and their applicable charges using media of general distribution within its

1

designated service territory."!  These advertisements will be made in the same manner as

the incumbent local exchange carriers and designed to disclose to all potential customers
the services available to them. and the applicable charges for those services, including

Lifeline and Link-Up programs for qualifying low-income individuals.

? See Settlement Agreement between ORS and HTCC, dated Feb. 15, 2008.

T47 U.S.C. 8 214(e) 1) A).

° Affidavii of Curley P. Huggins, p. 2, § 11, at exhibit A to HTCC Application; See afso Transcript at
30:14-31:10.

t See 47 C.F.R. § 54.202(a)1)(a); See also proposed R.103.696(a)(1){A}N2); HTCC Application, pp. 3-4.

""HTCC Application, p. 11; See 47 1.S.C. § 214(e)(1)(B).
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Public Interest Analysis

In evaluating HTCC’s Application, the Commission must determine whether the
requested designation is in the public interest.'? The ETC applicant bears the burden of
establishing that the public interest is served by its requested designation.”® In areas
served by a non-rural telephone company, the Commission is required to designate an
additional ETC that meets the applicable requirements of that designation, consistent with
the public interest, convenience, and necessity.'t We conclude that it is in the public
interest to designate HTCC as an ETC for the portions of its requested service area that
are served by the non-rural telephone company, Verizon South, as listed in the Revised
Exhibit B to HTCC’s Application.

In areas served by a rural telephone company, the Commission must determine
whether the public interest would be served by granting the requested designation.'”” An
analysis of the public interest requires consideration of the benefits cf increased
consumer choice and the unique advantages and disadvantages of the applicant’s service
offering.'® When an ETC applicant seeks designation below the study area of (i.e., in less
than the full study area of) a rural telephone company, a creamskimming analysis is
required to compare the population densities of the wire centers where the applicant seeks
designation with the population densities of the wire centers located in the portions of the

study arca where the applicant does not seck designation. 1

47 U8 C. §214(e)2).

Y Sev ETC Report and Order, 20 FCC Red. At6392-95, paras. 48-53,

47 U.S.C. §214(e)(2).

1% z’d

' See 47 C.F.R. § 54.202(c), ETC Report and Order, 20 FCC Red. Al 6392-95, paras, 48-53.
" See Kl
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HITCC’s Application does not implicate any creamskimming concerns. HTCC
has requested designation in the entire study area of its affiliate rural telephone company,
Horry Telephone Cooperative.'® Further, we conclude that HTCC has satisfied the
burden of proof in establishing that its universa! service offering in the requested areas
will provide berefits to rural and non-rural customers, and that therefore, it is consistent
with the public interest, convenience, and necessity to designate HTCC as an ETC in
these requested service areas.

We find that HTCC’s universal service offering will provide a variety of benefits
{o customers in its service area, including increased customer choice and new service
offerings. Additionally, designation will enable HTCC to construct new facilities to
improve quality of service and extend service to users in underserved and un-served rural
areas. H [CC’s two year plan reveals that HTCC will construct facilities in the vicinity of
communities whose per capita income are well below the state average. Designation will
also promote increased competition among wireline and wireless carriers that will create
additional incentives for providers to increase their operating efficiency and introduce
new service offerings, increased quality and value to their customers.'”

H{TCC has demonstrated that there are areas of its service territory where its
existing network provides limited or no coverage at all. even when currently planned
additions to its network are taken into account. We find that HTCC’s network

improvement plan includes the addition of numerous new cell sites that will significantly

" HTCC Application, pp. 11 - 12.
" HTCC Application, p. 12.
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improve and expand the existing coverage of its network, particularly in rural areas of its
service territory. %

We accept HTCC's commitment to use all available support as required by
applicable law and regulations. We also find that HTCC’s initial two-year network
improvement plan is sufficient to support a grant of this petition, We note that HTCC has
also agreed not to utilize any universal service funds for the provision of broadband type
services.”)  We also accept the unopposed testimony that HTCC will invest all of the
supporl it receives on eligible projects as required by the Commission.”

We find that HTCC’s designation will promote affordable telephone service with
the calling plan it will develop and offer that includes local calling in a manner and price
that is the same as the incumbent LEC in the service area where it requests dcsignation.”
HTCC has also made detailed commitments to provide high-quality service throughout
the proposed area in which it seeks d::signation.z4 Given HTCC’s commitment to comply
with the CTIA Consumer Code for Wircless Service, and its commitment to comply with
the rules and regulations of the FCC and this Commission, we find that HTCC has made
commitments to service quality that will benefit the public in HTCC’s proposed service
area and assist the Commission in evaluating that service quality on a continuing basis,
Because we have the ability to review HTCC’s performance each year, we will be able to
ensure that South Carolina’s rural citizens realize the benefits that HTCC has promised

and that Congress intended to deliver when it authorized competitive carriers.

T at p.48:24-49:6.

' See Setilement Agreement, at § 7.
*“Tr at p48:11-23,

¥ Sev Settlement Agreement at § 8.
M Sev generully, HTCC Application.
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As set forth herein, we find that the designation as an ETC in the rural study area
of Horry Telephone Cooperative and the non-rural study area of Verizon South within
HTCC s licensed service area, identified in HTCC’s Application, is in the public interest.
Specific wire center codes for these study areas were provided to the Commission and are
found at Revised Exhibit B to HTCC’s Application.

Because HTCC requests ETC status in the entire study area of the rural telephone
company, Horry Telephone Cooperative, we are not concerned about the potential for
creamskimming.25

17 IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED THAT:

1 HTCC is designated as an ETC, as of the effective date of this Order, in
the requested areas served by the non-rural telephone company, Verizon South, Inc., as
listed in Revised Exhibit B to HTCC’s Application.

2. HTCC is designated as an ETC, as of the effective date of this Order, in
the entire study area served by the rural telephone company, Horry Telephone
Cooperative, as listed in Revised Exhibit B to HTCC’s Application.

K} HTCC shall abide by the FCC’s ETC designation rules set forth at 47
C.F.R. & 54.202 and 209, consistent with Commission Order No. 2007-424.

4. HTCC shall abide by its commitment to provide service through its ETC
designated service area to all customers making a reasonable request for service,

including low-income customers.

¥ ETC Report and Order, 20 FCC Red. at 6392, -95, para. 49 (“When a competitive carrier requests ETC
designation for an entire rural service area, it does not create creamskimming concems because the affected
ETC is required to serve all wire centers in the designated service area.”)
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5 All federal USF funding received as a result of this Order will be used to
support the expansion and improvement of services throughout HTCC’s service territory
and provide Lifeline and Link-Up credits for low income customers as required by the
FCC and this Commission.

6 Upon filing this Order, the Commission will file a certification with the
FCC and the Universal Service Administrative Company “within 60 days of the effective
date™ of this Order, as required by 47 C.F.R. § 54.313 and 314, stating that HTCC will
use high-cost support “only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities
and services for which the support is intend.”

7. Should the Commission determine that HTCC has not honored its
commitments and plans as set forth before the Commission, or has failed to follow the
applicable statutes, rules, or regulations, the Commission may deny HTCC’s annual
recertitication as an ETC.

8. This Order shall remain in full force and effect until further Order of the
Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

A NG i B

G. O’Neal Hamilton, Chairman
ATTEST:

Bl od

€ Robért Moseley, Vice Chairmian

(SEAL)
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FCC Form 525

’

FCG Form 525
GME Conlrof No. 3060-0386 y

TN = 7 High Cost Support Mechanism Janary 2005
Q ‘J : i 1;:-:,,“ l 5 Competitive Carrier Line Count Report
et BT J
COMPETITIVE CARRIERS HIGH COST DATA SUBMISSION
i {1) Guarterly Submission Date: 07/31/2008 1
l (2} USAC Service Provider ldentification Number {SPIN): : |143°3251° Do not write in this Area:
. . o For Administrator's Use Only
" . j " i Submitted ONLINE
l {3} Company Study Area Code! {Firet time filars Isave blank and a Study Area Code will be dssigned) 1249004 O?IST}ZSSB 15:47:54
(4) Study Area Name: HTC Communications, LLC
(5} Company Legal Name: HTC Gommunications, LLC
(6) Fiier 499 1D: ‘ 806934

Check Box if this is a new address/contact from a previous data submission:

(7) Mailing Address: 3480 Hwy. 701 N,, P.O. Bax 1820, Conway, SC 29528-1820
(8) Contact Name: . Joni Jordan l {9) Title: ]Accounlant
(10) Telephone Number: 8433698138
{11) E-mail Address: joni.jordan@htcinc.net
{12) Mechanism for which you are reque#ing support: ' {1 43)‘ Lines Reported as of: " (14) Type of Flling _{15) Worksheet to Complete
) e Criginal Revision - i
High Cost Loop Support {HCL) Dec 31, 2007 Complete HCL and LSS
£0a| Switching Support (LSS) Dec 31, 2007 Complele HCL and LSS
Interstate Common Line Support (ICLS) Dec 31, 2007 v Complete ICLS Workshest
High Cost Model Support (HCM) Dec 31, 2007 Complete HCM Worksheet !
interstate Access Support (IAS) Mar 31, 2008 v Complete I1AS Worksheet ‘

Compebtive Carmier Informalion

Page 1
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FCC Form 525
OMBE Conirol No. 3060-09856

FCC Form 525
High Cost Support Mechanism

Jangary 2005
Competitive Carrier Line Count Report
HIGH COST LOOP (HCL) AND LOCAL SWITCHING SUPPORT (L.S5) LINE COUNT WORKSHEET
{2) USAC Service Provider ftertiflcat (BPIN: 143032810 Do not write in this Area:
- For Administrator's Use Only
(3} Company Study Area Code: 248004
{4) Stucty Area Nama: H1G Commurmcations, LLC
{13) Lines Repcrted 3 of: e 33, 2007
[14) Typs of Filing!
Line Count Data for Path 1, 2 & 3 Carriers
Where carner reports botn UNEs and facikties based linesin the same SAC or disaggregaton Fone, camer shal st UNES i 3 separzie row,
Cespletn one row for each disaggregation zorks.
' . (23 Wene any lines grovided through
{16} incumbent Carier Name “a;‘;i;"ggec“‘ kA 1 e {20) Disaggregation Zone {213 Wire Center CLIS Code (22) Total Mumber of Lines in UNES? fyes, please Tl ul the UNE

HEL & LSS Line Count Workshast - submitted OMLINE 07/31/2008 15:47:54
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FCC Form 525
High Cost Support Mechanism
Competitive Carrier Line Gount Report

INTERSTATE COMMON LINE SUPPORT {ICLS) LINE COU NT WORKSHEET

FCC Form 525
OME Control No. 3060-0986
Jonuary 2005

ICLS Line Count Worksheet - submitled ONLINE 07/31/2008 15:47:54

(2) USAC Service Provides Wenlificatioh Nusber (SEIN): 143032610 Do not write in this Area:
- pye—— Far Administrator's Use Only
|3} Company Study Araa Coce:
(#) Study Area Name: HC Comnwnications. LLC
{13} Lines: Reparted as of: Dec 31, 2007
{44 Type of Flling: reginal
Line Count Data for Path 1, 2 & 3 Carriers
Comptizte one row for ech disaGyregalion zone.
) {25) indumbient . ETC (27} Path } Dima thon 30} Residence & Sin 31 Muitidine {32} Total Number of
(24) Incumbent Carrer Nama Carrier SJ\ec D[;.?l ti u‘gggn'naug s Zomqgrmw {29) Wire Cealer CLLE Cada @ Line Bysinass s ¢ Blugigﬂg B es fn Service
HORRY TEL COUP 240528 N 1 13072 ¢ 13672
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FCC Form 525

FCC Form 525 OMB Conlrol No. 3060-0986
High Cost Support Mechanism January 2005
Competitive Carrier Line Count Repart
HIGH COST MODEL {HCM) LINE COUNT WORKSHEET
(2} USAC Service Provider Identification Number (SPIN): 143032610 Do not write in this Area:
oo o Py For Administrator's Use Only
oampany a Code:
(4) Study Area Name: HTG Communications, LLC
{13) Lines Reported as of: Dec 31, 2007
{14) Type of Filing:
Complefe one row for sach Wire Gentar,
{33} Incumbent Garrier Kame (3:.’ "““’“‘"5 !c“‘ (35) ETG Deslgnation (36) Wire Center GLUI Code (47} Wirw Center Name (38) Total Lines

HCM Line Count Worksheet - submitted ONLINE 07/31/2008 15:47:54
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FCC Formn 525
High Cost Support Mechanism
Competitive Carrier Line Count Report

INTERSTATE ACCESS SUPPQRT (IAS5) LINE COUNT WORKSHEET

FCC Form 525
OMB Coentrol No. 3060-0986
January 2005

Do not write in this Area:

|AS Line Counl Worksheel - submitted ONLINE 07/31/2008 15:47.54

{2) USAE Service Provider Mentification Numbar (sPIN); | 143032610
- For Administratars Use Only
- {3) Company Study Arca Codel 245904
(8] Study Area Nama: HTC Communications, LLC
{13) Lits Reported as of: Mar 31, 2008
{14} Typs of Fllng: Qriginsd
Humber of Lines
Compiete one row far each Incumbent Carrler Area Served. Tonet Zone 2 Zone 3 Zone 4
’ ) 42) Realdance 8 N {44) Rosidence & (48] Rosidence & {48) Rusidence &
{40} tincumbent. (41) ETC { (43) Multi-Line 41 {45] Mult-Line = {47) Mutti-Line Hon {49} Mutti-Line
{39) Incumbent Carrier Naine Carrier BAC Designation Single Ling Business Engle Lls;:u ) Mt ‘a%mg]e L;r;e Business Lmqt]e L;v;e Business {50} Total Lines
VERIZON SOUTH-SC 240479 N 12873 0 0 0 Q 0 2 Q 12873
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FCC Form 525
High Cast Suppoi Mechanism
Campaetilive Camier Line Count Report

FCC Form 525
OMB Gonlrol No 3060-0986
January 2005

UNBUNDLED NETWORK ELEMENTS REPORTING

{2} USAG Service Provider identification Wumbier, {SPIN)

143032610

Do nipt wrie ip this Area;

{3} Campany Siudy Afta Code:

243084

For A aiors Use Cinty

{4} Swdy Arga Name:

HTC Commgnications, £LC

Complete one worksheet for oach xiudy area of a Palh 1 ural incumbent camer

i which the competitive camier is reporling lines and uses
number of loogs receiving UNE switching

enbundied netwark etements ("LINES") fo serve the reported ines. Th compatitive camiye must separately identity the number of
survice the UNE selehing price per minule and number of swHehing nEnules.

(51} Incumbent Carrier Name:

UNE Joaps’. UNE price per loap; any por! and vertical seivices costs inciuded in the UNE lepp pnce.

(52} Incumbent Carrler Study Area Coda:

Please provide the ﬁ_:llnwlhg information for Path 1 Rural icumbent Carrier Stidy Ares:’

{53) UNE Zone Loops wic Part Cost Loops wiPorts Vertlcal Services Switching
{54} Ne. of Loops (55 Price par losp {56) No. of ports {57} Price/port “jm';‘g;fé;‘_fiz:‘ jff",{f:‘w"“:mﬁ‘p %) "_:;ﬁ"f.","’;‘:’* with | {61} “m‘;ﬁ""'w | (621 Pricoiminuta
Zone 1t
Zona 2
Zone 3
Zone 4
Zare 5

disaggregation tone. If drsaggrey;

Complete one workshee! for each stuly aea for a Path 2 or Path 3 rursal incumbeni carrier »
alion zone includes mone ihan one UNE 2one, pleasa ra

tha linex in each UNE zaone per aggregalion zone on 8

which the compalitive carrier is reporting lines and uses unbundied network elaments

oW,

{"UNES") to serve the reported lines. For each incumbent sidy area, list the name of each
. The camer must separately identify the number of UNE foops; UNE price per loop; any port
and vertical services costs included in the UNE loop pge; numbor of foeps receiving UM swilching service; the UNE switching pticg per minute and number of swilching minutes,

Ploase provite the following Information for Path 2 and #ith. rural incumbent carflet study sreas:

{63) UNE Zorie Name

{Q}'DIsaggrmﬁon‘il.ma Namﬂ

(68 N e

(6] Qisantity

{67) Price (58} Minutes

Loaps withe 113

al 8

MNo. of lpope wivertical Serviges

No, of Ipops wiseitching

lLogps withou! port sasts

B

|Pofts
Ho. of 1ogps wiV | Geryi

1, 1:] s weiswitehin

UNE aggresmant information
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